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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claims 2-6 is objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1.75 because of the following informalities: 
Regarding claims 2-6, line 1 reads "The method of management as claimed in claim 

1. "The line seems to refer back to claim 1, line 1 "A method for monitoring." If this is true, it is 
suggested to change either claims 2-6 to read "The method for monitoring," or to change claim 1 
to read "A method of management." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7-8, and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Aoki ( US 2002/0047862 Al). 

Regarding claim 1, Aoki discloses at the level of the device desiring to be monitored : 
emission by the device being monitored of data packets on a specified isochronous channel in 
response to the signal emitted regularly by the network(figure 1, T([0053], IP 178], where the 
channel number specifies the channel, ]([0075], where the where the device desiring to be 
monitored is node A,]|[0178]); at the level of the second device : reception of data packets on a 
specified isochronous channel (^([0075], where node B is the second device that receives the 
packet,]([0178]); execution of a specified task, consequent upon the absence of packets on the 
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isochronous channel between at least two emissions of synchronization signals (figure 23, where 
the execution of a specified task is given in the setting of the error display; the error display is 
empty after emission of the two synchronization signals(fig.21, the at least two emissions are set 
out in the process of detecting since there are feedback). 

Regarding claim 2, Aoki discloses wherein it comprises at the level of the first device a 
step of emission of a monitoring request containing an identifier of the isochronous channel 
transmitting the packets and a task descriptor (K[0075] where the first device is node A, figure 14 
where the monitoring request is included in the command ,figure 23, where the task is the a). 

Regarding claim 3, Aoki discloses the monitoring request specifies a number of 
synchronization signals: The second device executing the specified task when no data packet has 
been detected on the isochronous channel following the detection of the specified number of 
synchronization signals(figure 21). 

Regarding claim 4, Aoki discloses emission by the second device of a handling signal 
following the reception of the monitoring request (figure 14, where the handling signal is the 
ACK following the control transaction request). 

Regarding claim 5, Aoki discloses the specified task comprises the display of an alert 
message comprising an identifier of the first device(figure 24). 

Regarding claim 7, Aoki describes a network device charged with monitoring the state of 
at least on other device of the network(figure 15, H[0075]-H[0077], where the target device 
monitors the control device), comprising a means of receiving by a network synchronization 
signals allowing the emission of isochronous data and isochronous data packets emitted on a 
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specified isochronous channel of the network' it furthermore comprises a means for executing a 
specified task consequent upon the absence of receiving of data packets on the isochronous 
channel between at least two emissions of synchronization signals, the absence of packets being 
indicative of the state of the device being monitored( figure 21, figure 23). The two emissions of 
synchronization signals is in the bus reset check.. 

Regarding claim 8, Aoki discloses a means for receiving a monitoring request containing 
the identifier of the isochronous channel transmitting the packets on the isochronous channel 
between at least two emissions of synchronization signals , the absence of packets being 
indicative of the state of the device being monitored (figure 23). 

Regarding claimlO, Aoki discloses a means for emitting a handling signal following the 
reception of a monitoring request (figure 14, where the target sends an ACK which is the 
handling signal to the controller). 

Regarding claim 11, Aoki discloses a means for emitting a handling signal following the 
reception of a monitoring request(figure 14, where the handling signal is the ACK following the 
control transaction request). 

4. Regarding claim 12, Aoki discloses a means for disabling the handling of a 

monitoring request, activated when the reception means with the network senses a signal for 
handling the request by another device of the network. (][ [01 51], where the bus reset includes 
disabling the monitoring request) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aoki et al.(US 
2002/0047862 Al, hereinafter Aoki) in view of Morita et al. (US 6,310,859 Bl, Morita). 

Regarding claim 6, Aoki discloses the specified task comprises a step of analysis for the 
stoppage of the emissions of data packets(figure 21). Aoki does not disclose a step of executing 
actions to resume the emission of data packets. Morita discloses a step of executing actions to 
resume the emission of data packets(column 12, lines 43-52, where the resource manager 
monitors and changes conditions to reestablish communications). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the system as disclosed by Aoki and Morita. 
The resource manager as disclosed by Morita can be implemented into the node as disclosed by 
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Aoki through software or hardware implementation. The motivation for utilizing the resource 
manager as disclosed by Morita in the system as disclosed by Aoki is to re-establish 
communication in the network. 

4. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aoki et al.(US 
2002/0047862 Al, hereinafter Aoki) in view of Sugihara (US 6,249,322 Bl, hereinafter 
Sugihara) 

Regarding claim 9, Aoki discloses the network device as claimed in claim 8, wherein the 
monitoring request received specifies a predetermined number of synchronization signals and in, 
the specified task being executed when no packet has been detected on the isochronous 
channel(figure 21, figure 23). Aoki does don disclose the that it comprises a counter of 
synchronization signals or the detection of the specified number of synchronization signals. 
Sugihara discloses a counter of synchronization signals and the detection of the specified number 
of synchronization signals (figure 2, column 10, lines 10-21). Thus, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to utilize the counter and detection of 
synchronization signals as disclosed by Sugihara along with the system as disclosed by Aoki. 
The system of Aoki can be implemented through software and hardware implementation to 
include detection of a predetermined amount of synchronization signals and a counter as 
disclosed by Sugihara. The motivation for utilizing the counter and detection as disclosed by 
Sugihara along with the system of Aoki is to provide control for communications in the network. 



Application/Control Number: 10/579,889 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2416 

Conclusion 

5 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Jen ( US 6,738,943 Bl) , Staats et al.(US RE39,763 E), and Katayama et al.(US 
2002/0041547 Al). 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANGEL BROCKMAN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5664. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday ,7:30-5 :00pm. 

7. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Derrick Ferris can be reached on 571-272-3123. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

8. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

ANGEL BROCKMAN 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2416 

/A. B.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2416 
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